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INDIANA UTILITY
REGULATORY GOMMISEION

VERIFIED PETITION OF PSI ENERGY, INC. )
CONCERNING: (1) CERTAIN AFFILIATE )
TRANSACTIONS, INCLUDING SERVICE )
AGREEMENTS, (2) THE SHARING OF )
MERGER-RELATED BENEFITS WITH )
CUSTOMERS, (3) DEFERRED ACCOUNTING )
OF CERTAIN MERGER-RELATED COSTS, )
(4) AUTHORITY TO CONTINUE )
MAINTAINING CERTAIN BOOKS AND ) CAUSE NO. 42873
RECORDS OUTSIDE THE STATE OF )
INDIANA, AND (5) ANY AND ALL OTHER )
ISSUES RELATING TO THE MERGER OF )
CINERGY CORP., THE PARENT COMPANY )
OF PSI ENERGY, INC., AND DUKE ENERGY )
CORPORATION INTO A NEW PUBLIC )
UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY )

You are hereby notified that on this date the Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission
(“Commission”) made the following entry in this Cause:

On November 30, 2005, the Petitioner PSI Energy, Inc., (“PSI” or “Petitioner”) filed the
Verified Motion of PSI Energy, Inc., Requesting Acceptance of Late-Filed Rebuttal Testimony
(“Motion”) in this Cause. In its Motion, PSI requests that the Commission accept for filing in

this proceeding its late-filed prepared rebuttal testimony filed in this matter on November 30,
2005.

PSI indicates in its Motion that despite the exercise of due diligence by PSI, conditions
beyond its control prevented it from prefiling its rebuttal testimony with the Commission as
required on November 29, 2005. PSI further indicates in its Motion that, upon realizing that the
filing of its rebuttal testimony would not be made in a timely manner, it took all actions
reasonably possible to mitigate any potential harm to any party in this proceeding. These steps
included contacting the Presiding Chief Administrative Law Judge about the delay and providing
electronic copies of its prefiled testimony to the Presiding Chief Administrative Law Judge and
all parties to this proceeding on November 29, 2005. PSI ultimately filed its rebuttal testimony
with the Commission just after the Commission’s file room opened on the moming of November
30, 2005.



The Presiding Officers, having reviewed the Motion and being duly advised in the
premises, hereby GRANT the Motion.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Scott R. Starms-€Hief Administrative Law Judge
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